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DETAIL ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 - 19, 36 - 45, 52 - 69 are presented for examination. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 08/17/2004 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

3. In response to applicant's argument that Abecassis [ 6,408,128 ] is nonanalogous art, it 
has been held that a prior art reference must either be in the field of applicant's endeavor or, if 
not, then be reasonably pertinent to the particular problem with which the applicant was 
concerned, in order to be relied upon as a basis for rejection of the claimed invention. See In re 
Oetiker, 977 F.2d 1443, 24 USPQ2d 1443 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, in response to the first 
part of the analogousness test, Abecassis discloses the network architecture of his invention [ 
Figure 4; and col 1 1, lines 60-col 13, lines 50 ], and particularly discloses the network enable the 
transmission of digital, studio-quality video through telecommunications networks [ col 13, lines 
51-61 ]. In response to the second part of analogousness test, Abecassis discloses a distributing 
network announcements from a central location [ i.e. service providers, central video services 
providers ] [ col 12, lines 49-col 13, lines 13 ]. 
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4. In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, 
the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the 
teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and/n re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Or. 1992). 
In this case, it would have been obvious to combine the references because the announcement of 
Anderson would add to the system of Abecassis the capability for efficiently previewing 
automated the selected segments from the video [ Abecassis, col 2, lines 42-48 ]. 

5. As per remarks, Applicants' argued that (1) Abecassis does not teach at least an audio 
identifier as recited in claim 1 . 

6. As to point (1), Abecassis discloses at least an audio identifier [ i.e. identify segment by 
its content code and the association of video segment and audio segments ] [ col 16, lines 13-36 ] 
and the video's identifier [ col 28, lines 15-21 ]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
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having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 1, 5-9, 12-19, 36, 39-45, 52, 55, 57-69, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Abecassis [ US Patent No 6,408,128 ], in view of Anderson et al. [ US 
Patent No 4,545,043 ]. 

9. As per claim 1, Abecassis discloses the invention substantially as claimed including a 
sequence processor for providing access to a sequence of audio segments accessible by an audio 
server, the sequence processor comprising computer-executable instructions embodied in a 
computer-readable medium for performing steps comprising: 

receiving a request for playing the sequence of audio segments [ Abstract; col 4, lines 64- 
67; col 16, lines 13-18; and col 41, lines 4-8 ], the sequence being identified by an audio 
identifier [ col 10, lines 24-38 and lines 51-59; and col 23, lines 33-38 ]; 

locating, in an audio server database, the sequence of audio segments based on the audio 
identifier [col 12, lines 28-43; and col 16, lines 59-64 ]. 

Abecassis does not specifically disclose 

the sequence of audio segments comprising at least portions of network-related 
announcements to be played to a recipient; and 

playing the sequence of audio segments to the recipient so that the recipient is apprised of 
at least one network-related announcement. 

Anderson discloses 
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the sequence of audio segments comprising at least portions of network-related 
announcements to be played to a recipient [ col 1, lines 6-15; and col 5, lines 39-46 ]; and 

playing the sequence of audio segments to the recipient so that the recipient is apprised of 
at least one network-related announcement [ Abstract; and col 5 5 lines 22-25 ]. 

It would have been obvious to a person skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teaching of Abecassis and Anderson because Anderson' s teaching of network- 
related announcement would allow announcement information to be transmitted to customers in 
real-time [ Anderson, col 1, lines 13-16 ]. 

10. As per claim 5, Abecassis discloses receiving a request for playing the sequence of audio 
segments wherein at least one of the audio segments is a variable [ col 4, lines 64-67; and col 11, 
lines 30-33 ]. 

11. As per claim 6, Abecassis discloses resolving the variable into an audio data segment [ 
col 20, lines 1-38]. 

12. As per claim 7, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 1 . Furthermore, 
Abecassis discloses a selector for specifying a member of the set corresponding to the audio 
segment [ col 26, lines 23-28 ] and selecting the audio segment to be played based on the audio 
identifier and the selector [ col 2, lines 1-6 ]. 



Application/Control Number: 09/430,045 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2154 

13. As per claim 8, Abecassis discloses the set contains a plurality of levels of audio data 
qualifiers [ col 16, lines 59-col 17, lines 16 ] and the selector specifies a path through the levels 
that leads to the member corresponding to the audio segment to be played [ i.e. retrieval path ] [ 
col 68, lines 24-31 ]. 

14. As per claim 9, Abecassis discloses the set contains a plurality of levels of audio data 
qualifiers and the selector specifies a partial path through the levels and selecting the audio data 
segment to be played includes traversing the levels in the order specified by the selector and 
supplying default paths through levels not specified by the selector [ Figure 17H; col 68, lines 
24-31; and col 42, lines 14-29 ]. 

15. As per claim 12, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 1, 5 and 6. 
Furthermore, Abecassis discloses determining whether the variable is an embedded variable [ 
Figures 6A-E ] and playing the sequence including the variable [ col 21, lines 58-65 ]. 

16. As per claim 13, Abecassis discloses in response to determining that the variable is not an 
embedded variable, resolving the variable into at least one audio data segment based on at least 
one of type, subtype, and value of the variable [ i.e. default ] [ col 42, lines 14-29 ]. 

17. As per claim 14, Abecassis discloses the variable is Multilanguage variable and wherein 
resolving the variable includes selecting audio data segments to be played based on a language 
specified by the variable [ col 51, lines 15-40 ]. 
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18. As per claim 15, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 14. 

19. As per claims 16-19, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 5-7. 

20. As per claim 36, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 1 . 

21 . As per claim 39, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 5 and 6. 

22. As per claim 40, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 7. 

23. As per claim 41 , it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 8 and 9. 

24. As per claim 42, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 8 and 9. 
Furthermore, Abecassis discloses the selector specifies a partial path through the levels [ i.e. mix 
] [ col 20, lines 39-47 ]. 

25. As per claim 43, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 1, 5, 6 and 14. 

26. As per claim 44, Abecassis discloses means for selecting audio segments having 
inflections in accordance with the language specified in the request [ i.e. language preferences ] [ 
col 51, lines 15-25]. 
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28. As per claim 45, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 7. 

29. As per claim 52, it is a method claimed of claim 1, it is rejected for similar reasons as 
stated above in claim 1 . 

30. As per claim 55, it is method claimed of claim 7, it is rejected for similar reasons as 
stated above in claim 7. 

31. As per claims 57 and 58, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 8 
and 9. 

32. As per claim 59, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 12. 

33. As per claim 60, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 1. Furthermore, 
Abecassis discloses an interface card, an audio server database embodied in a memory device, 
and a processor [ col 12, lines 14-48 ]. 

34. As per claim 61, Abecassis discloses at least one digital signal processing (DSP) card for 
converting the sequences of audio data segments extracted from the audio server database into a 
format for playing to the recipient [ col 8, lines 34-45; and col 9, lines 9-17 ]. 
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35. As per claim 62, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 7. 

36. As per claim 63, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 1, 5 and 6. 

37. As per claim 64, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 1 . 

38. As per claim 65, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 7. 

39. As per claim 66, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 5 and 6. 

40. As per claims 67-69, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 1, 5-7. 

41. Claims 2-4, 10, 1 1, 37, 38, 53, 54, 56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Abecassis [ US Patent No 6,408,128 ], in view of Anderson et al. [ US Patent 
No 4,545,043 ], and further in view of Kalmanek, Jr. et al. [ US Patent No 6,483,912 ]. 

42. As per claim 2, Abecassis and Anderson do not specifically disclose receiving a request 
from a media gateway control protocol (MGCP) call agent. Kalmanek discloses receiving a 
request from a media gateway control protocol (MGCP) call agent [ Figure 1; and col 6, lines 54- 
67 ]. It would have been obvious to a person skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
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to combine the teaching of Abecassis, Anderson and Kalmanek because Kalmanek's teaching of 
MGCP would provide devices to communicate in a more efficient manner. 

43. As per claim 3, Kalmanek discloses receiving an MGCP Notify Request command from 
the call agent [ col 15, lines 23-34 ]. 

44. As per claim 4, Kalmanek discloses transmitting audio data packets to a gateway over a 
packet-based network, and wherein the gateway plays the sequence [130, Figure 1; and col 3, 
lines 61-67 ]. 

45. As per claims 10 and 1 1, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 2 
and 3. 

46. As per claims 37 and 38, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 2 
and 4. 

47. As per claim 53, it is a method claimed of claim 2, it is rejected for similar reasons as 
stated above in claim 2. 

48. As per claim 54, it is a method claimed of claim 4, it is rejected for similar reasons as 
stated above in claim 4. 
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49. As per claim 56, it is method claimed of claim 2, it is rejected for similar reasons as 
stated above in claim 2. 



50, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dustin Nguyen whose telephone number is (703) 305-532 1 . The 
examiner can normally be reached on flex. 



Application/Control Number: 09/430,045 



Page 12 



Art Unit: 2154 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Follansbee John can be reached on (703) 305-8498. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Dustin Nguyen 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2154 



